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REMARKS 



I. PENDING CLAIMS 

Claim 2 is canceled herein. New claim 17 is added. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1 and 11-17 are currently 
pending. 

II. REJECTION OF CLAIMS UNDER 35 USC 1 02(E) AS BEING ANTICIPATED BY 
PETTERSEN (US PATENT NO. 6,826,594) 

Claim 1, as amended herein, recites various interactions involving (a) a web server, (b) a 
terminal of a user, and (c) a terminal of an administrator 

Generally, as recited, for example, in claim 1 , the web server includes an input portion 
that receives a parameter inputted through the terminal device of the user. The web server 
includes an operation portion that determines dynamically-altered contents based on a result of 
an application in accordance with the inputted parameter. The web server includes a contents 
information process portion that makes a storage portion of the Web server store the 
determined dynamically-altered contents and the inputted parameter in association with a 
date and time of generation of the Web page, a screen ID identifying a generation of the 
Web page and user identifying information on the user. 

As recited, for example, in claim 1 , the web server includes a Web page generation 
portion that generates the Web page at a first time by incorporating therein the determined 
dynamically-altered contents. Moreover, the web server includes a Web page transmission 
portion that transmits the generated Web page to the terminal device of the user. 

In addition, as recited, for example, in claim 1 , the web server includes a designation 
reception portion that receives, from a terminal device of an administrator, designation of 
date and time, screen ID and user identifying information which are used to search for the 
determined dynamically-altered contents stored in the storage portion of the Web server. 

As recited, for example, in claim 1, the web server also includes a contents information 
extraction portion that extracts, from among the dynamically-altered contents stored by the 
storage portion of the Web server, contents of the Web page that has been generated at the 
first time corresponding to the date and time, screen ID and the user identifying information 
both of which are received by the designation reception portion. 
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In addition, as recited, for example, in claim 1 , the web server includes a Web page 
regeneration portion that regenerates the Web page at a second time by incorporating 
therein the extracted contents of the Web page. 

Further, the web server includes a regenerated Web page transmission portion that 
transmits the Web page that has been regenerated at the second time to the terminal device 
of the administrator along with the parameter, the date and time of generation and the screen 
ID to allow the administrator to identify a cause of an error in the dynamically-altered 
contents. 

Please note that claim 1 is amended to clarify the above features. 

Accordingly, claim 1, as amended herein, recites various interactions involving (a) a web 
server, (b) a terminal of a user, and (c) a terminal of an administrator. Moreover, as recited, for 
example, in claim 1 , the recited interactions allow the administrator to identify a cause of an error 
in dynamically-altered contents incorporated in a generated Web page. 

Pettersen does not disclose the interaction between a web server, a terminal of a user 
and a terminal of an administrator. Moreover, Pettersen is not related to allowing the 
administrator to identify a cause of an error in dynamically-altered contents incorporated in a 
generated Web page. Instead, Pettersen is directed to a system for inserting advertising 
banners, images and links into a web page viewed by a user. See, for example, column 1, line 
66, through column 2, line 31; and column 4, lines 3-67; of Pettersen. 

Accordingly, the overall nature and operation of Pettersen is significantly different than 
that recited, for example, in claim 1 . 

For example, as indicated above, Pettersen does not disclose the interaction between a 
web server, a terminal of a user and a terminal of an administrator. For example, Pettersen does 
not disclose or suggest the involvement of a terminal of an administrator The Office Action 
makes general assertions that Pettersen discloses the involvement of a terminal of an 
administrator. However, it is respectfully submitted that the Office Action does not specifically 
indentify what specific reference number in the drawings or specification of Pettersen 
corresponds to the claimed terminal of an administrator. Therefore, if the Examiner continues to 
reject the claims in view of Pettersen, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner more clearly 
identify a terminal of an administrator in Pettersen. 

Moreover, claim 1 specifically recites generating a Web page at a first time by 
incorporating therein the determined dynamically-altered contents, and transmitting the 
generated Web page to the terminal device of the user. Then, claim 1 specifically recites 
regenerating the Web page at a second time by incorporating therein the extracted contents of 
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the Web page, and transmitting the Web page that has been regenerated at the second time to 
the terminal device of the administrator No portion of Pettersen discloses or suggests such 
transmission of the Web page generated at a first time to the terminal of the user, and 
transmission of the Web page regenerated at a second time to the terminal device of the 
administrator 

Moreover, claim 1 specifically recites that the transmission of the Web page that has 
been regenerated at the second time to the terminal device of the administrator allows the 
administrator to identify a cause of an error in the dynamically-altered contents. The 

system of Pettersen is not directed to identifying an error by an administrator, and does not 
transmit a regenerated Web page to an administrator to identify an error. Please note that new 
claim 17 specifically recites identifying a cause of an error in the dynamically altered web content 
by the administrator from the web page transmitted to the terminal device of the administrator. 

Moreover, please note that claim 1 is amended to recite that that the storage portion "of 
the Web server" stores the determined dynamically-altered contents. From the comments on 
page 5 of the Office Action, it appears that the Examiner correlates the claimed "storage portion" 
to the "cookies" of Pettersen. However, the cookies of Pettersen are stored in the user system 
360 in FIG. 6 of Pettersen. The cookies of Pettersen are not stored on the Web server. 

Therefore, the Office Action correlates various features of claim 1 to portions of 
Pettersen. However, in accordance with the above, it is respectfully submitted that the overall 
nature and operation of Pettersen is significantly different than that recited, for example, in claim 
1. Therefore, in accordance with the above, it is respectfully submitted that the correlation of the 
various features of claim 1 in the Office Action to portions of Pettersen is not accurate. 

The above comments are specifically directed to claim 1. However, it is respectfully 
submitted that various of the comments would be helpful in understanding various differences of 
the other claims over the cited reference. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is overcome. 

III. CONCLUSION 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 
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If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the fees to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 

STAAS & HALSEY LLP 

Date: Ay***' ?C J * By: ' (£ 



Paul I. Kravetz 
Registration No. 35,230 



1201 New York Avenue, N.W., 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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